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Amendment 


Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

In response to the Office Letter mailed vS^P 7~ j£ t ?n 0 7 please amend 

the above application as follows: 


I, Robert F. Zenisek have added no "new matter" to my original Application. 



^ ^^^^ 


RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION: 

In order to more fully demonstrate the significant "structural differences" between both Santa 
Cruz and Kneier and the present invention, I believed that the best way was to construct a full 
scale mock-up of both devices and take pictures of them versus the present invention. Santa Cruz's 
drawings do not have any specific dimensions, but Kneier's contain them in the body of the 
specifications. 


